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Sources of Demographic Data Used in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Several sources of demographic data were used for the analyses in this Draft EIS. The following describes the
data sources used, where they were used in the document, and why the data sources were selected.

U.S. Census Bureau Data

The U.S. Census Bureau is the dominant source of demographic and socioeconomic data used in this Draft EIS.
Total population, race, and ethnicity data were sourced from the 2010 Census and income, ability to speak
English and other socioeconomic data were sourced from the 2006-2010 American Community Survey (ACS) 5-
year survey.

Between the 2000 and 2010 Census a redistricting effort occurred which resulted in the subdivision of some
census geography along the US 281 project corridor. As such, the 2010 Census geography is numbered
differently than the 2000 Census geography. The 2010 Census and the 2006-2010 ACS data rely on the 2010
Census geography. A 2000 to 2010 geography conversion chart is shown in Table G-10.

2000 and 2010 Census and 2006-2010 ACS data were used in:

Chapter 1 — Need for and Purpose of the Proposed Action

Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences
Chapter 4 - Indirect Effects

Chapter 5 — Cumulative Effects

U.S. Census Bureau Income Data Verification Process

As of 2010, income data are no longer reported as part of the decennial census conducted by the US Census
Bureau but, instead, is now only part of the Bureau’s American Community Survey (ACS). Where the decennial
census reports data from a complete count, the ACS reports data are based on samples and are therefore subject
to margins of error. ACS income data affect how low-income populations are identified for the purposes of
environmental justice analysis. The Federal Highway Administration, Texas Division and the Alamo Regional
Mobility Authority have agreed upon a process to determine if the 2006-2010 ACS income data are the “best
available” source in comparison with 2000 Census income data. If the data verification process concludes that
there are no statistically significant differences between the two datasets, then the 2006-2010 ACS data are
considered to be the “best available” data, and if there are differences between the datasets that are statistically
significant, the results of this analysis will be reported in the US 281 Draft EIS and the text will note the
limitations of the data used.

Developing a Study Area

A study area was developed in order to compare the median household income data from the 2000 Census with
the 2006-2010 ACS. The 2000 Census utilizes 2000 block groups and the 2006-2010 ACS utilized 2010 block
groups. As these two sets of geographies are not the same, a study area was drawn where the 2000 and 2010
geographies overlap the most. Figure G-1 highlights the study area used for this analysis and delineates the
2000 and 2010 block groups, and Table G-1 lists the block group numbers. While the 2000 block groups and
2010 block groups share similar boundaries, they are not exactly the same.

US 281 Draft EIS G-
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Figure G-1: Study Area for the Income Data Validation Process

Source: US Census Bureau & US 281 EIS Team, June 2012.
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Table G-1: 2000 and 2010 Block Groups

2000 Block Groups

Tract 1211.17, Block Group 1
Tract 1211.17, Block Group 2
Tract 1211.18, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.01, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.01, Block Group 3
Tract 1219.02, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.02, Block Group 2
Tract 1917.00, Block Group 1
Tract 1917.00, Block Group 4
Tract 1918.02, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.05, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.05, Block Group 2

Tract 3107.00, Block Group 2

Tract 3107.00, Block Group 3

Adjusting the 2000 Census Income Data to Create an Equal Comparison with the 2006-2010 ACS
Median household income data reported in the 2000 Census were collected through one survey and represent

2010 Block Groups

Tract 1211.17, Block Group 1
Tract 1211.17, Block Group 2
Tract 1211.18, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.03, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.03, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.04, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.04, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.05, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.05, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.06, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.06, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.07, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.07, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.08, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.08, Block Group 2
Tract 1219.10, Block Group 1
Tract 1219.10, Block Group 2
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 1
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 2
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 3
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 4
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 3
Tract 1918.08, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.08, Block Group 2

Tract 1918.09, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.09, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.10, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.10, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.11, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.12, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.12, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.13, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.13, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.14, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.14, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.15, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.15, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.16, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.16, Block Group 2
Tract 1918.17, Block Group 1
Tract 1918.17, Block Group 2
Tract 3107.01, Block Group 1
Tract 3107.01, Block Group 2
Tract 3107.01, Block Group 3
Tract 3107.03, Block Group 1
Tract 3107.04, Block Group 1
Tract 3107.04, Block Group 2
Tract 3107.04, Block Group 3
Tract 3107.04, Block Group 4

the income earned in FY 1999 in 1999 dollars. In comparison, the 2006-2010 ACS surveys collected data each
month in 2006 through 2010; the data report income earned in the last 12 months based from the month and year
the survey was conducted. Each survey point was inflated, based on the Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS)
Consumer Price Index (CPI) for each month and year to 2010 dollars. Research conducted by Posey, Welniak and
Nelson for the Census Bureau found that these methodological differences resulted in a difference in the income

reported; income reported in the Census was higher than income reported in the ACS. When comparing 2000

Census income data (inflated to 2000 dollars) with 2000 ACS income data (reported in 2000 dollars), the
difference was about 4.6 percent throughout the US overall and 4.7 percent in the state of Texas. They also noted
that these differences were not the same throughout the country; for example the difference in the state of
Oklahoma was only 1.1 percent (Posey, Welniak, Nelson 2003).

US 281 Draft EIS
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Based on the findings of this research, the following steps were taken to adjust the 2000 Census median
household income to ensure an equal comparison with the 2006-2010 ACS median household income. Table G-2
shows the adjustments made to the 2000 Census median household income data collected for the US 281 study

area.

Step 1 — Inflate the 2000 Census Median Household (HH) Income data from 1999 dollars to 2000 dollars
using the Bureau of Labor Statistics, Consumer Price Index (1.03361339)

Step 2 — Reduce the 2000 Census Median HH Income (2000 dollars) by 4.7 percent (difference noted by
Posey, Welniak and Nelson for the state Texas)

Step 3 — Inflate the adjusted 2000 Census Median HH Income (2000 dollars) to 2010 dollars using the
Bureau of Labor Statistics, Consumer Price Index (1.30854107).

Table G-2: Adjustments to the 2000 Census Median Household Income Data

2000 Block Groups

Tract 1211.17, Block Group 1

Tract 1211.17, Block Group 2

Tract 1211.18, Block Group 1

Tract 1219.01, Block Group 2

Tract 1219.01, Block Group 3

Tract 1219.02, Block Group 1

Tract 1219.02, Block Group 2

Tract 1917.00, Block Group 1

Tract 1917.00, Block Group 4

Tract 1918.02, Block Group 1

Tract 1918.04, Block Group 1

Tract 1918.04, Block Group 2

Tract 1918.05, Block Group 1

Tract 1918.05, Block Group 2

Tract 3107.00, Block Group 2

Tract 3107.00, Block Group 3

2000 Median
HH Income

(1999 dollars)

$62,083
$69,545
$93,716
$79,618
$98,121
$79,121
$90,660
$62,841
$79,244
$88,571
$84,267
$81,451
$70,221
$86,940
$67,619
$66,439

2000 Median
HH Income
(2000 dollars)

$64,170
$71,883
$96,866
$82,294
$101,419
$81,781
$93,707
$64,953
$81,908
$91,548
$87,100
$84,189
$72,581
$89,862
$69,892
$68,672

Adjusted 2000
Median HH
Income

(2000 dollars)

$61,154
$68,504
$92,313
$78,426
$96,652
$77,937
$89,303
$61,900
$78,058
$87,245
$83,006
$80,232
$69,170
$85,638
$66,607
$65,444

Adjusted 2000

Median HH
Income

(2010 dollars)
$80,023
$89,641
$120,796
$102,624
$126,474
$101,984
$116,856

$80,999
$102,143
$114,164
$108,617
$104,987

$90,511
$112,061

$87,158

$85,637

Source: US Census Bureau, 2000 Census, Median Household Income, 2000 BLS CPI, 2012, Pose, Welniak and Nelson, 2003

The adjusted 2000 median household income (2010 dollars) area was compared to the 2006-2010 ACS median
household income (2010 dollars) for the US 281 study area. Table G-3 reports the median household income
from the 2006-2010 ACS.

G-4
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Table G-3: 2006-2010 ACS — Median Household Income
2006-2010 ACS 2006-2010 ACS
2010 Census Median HH 2010 Census Median HH

Income Income

Block Groups Block Groups

(2010 dollars) (2010 dollars)

Tract 1211.17, Block Group 1 L7 Tract 1918.09, Block Group 1 $146,094
Tract 1211.17, Block Group 2 LZOBEYE Tract 1918.09, Block Group 2 $102,137
Tract 1211.18, Block Group 1 eileRellil Tract 1918.10, Block Group 1 $60,571
Tract 1219.03, Block Group1l LRV Tract 1918.10, Block Group 2 $91,750
Tract 1219.03, Block Group 2 IPPICIVAl Tract 1918.11, Block Group 1 $112,910
Tract 1219.04, Block Group 1 i)l Tract 1918.12, Block Group 1 $148,906
Tract 1219.04, Block Group 2 RIBNPCEPE Tract 1918.12, Block Group 2 $111,541
Tract 1219.05, Block Group 1 EIVIRVEE Tract 1918.13, Block Group 1 $101,181
Tract 1219.05, Block Group 2 IPISEEe Tract 1918.13, Block Group 2 $91,354
Tract 1219.06, Block Group 1 iRl Tract 1918.14, Block Group 1 $70,750
Tract 1219.06, Block Group 2 LCIVAl Tract 1918.14, Block Group 2 $101,048
Tract 1219.07, Block Group 1 KRSl Tract 1918.15, Block Group 1 $109,776
Tract 1219.07, Block Group 2 LOCNES Tract 1918.15, Block Group 2 $110,583
Tract 1219.08, Block Group 1 RVl Tract 1918.16, Block Group 1 $115,221
Tract 1219.08, Block Group 2 IPANGIE Tract 1918.16, Block Group 2 $86,314
Tract 1219.10, Block Group 1 it el Tract 1918.17, Block Group 1 $84,909
Tract 1219.10, Block Group 2 il Tract 1918.17, Block Group 2 $117,482
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 1 L WAEN Tract 3107.01, Block Group 1 $101,641
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 2 nINHICEM Tract 3107.01, Block Group 2 $107,083
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 3 Rzl Tract 3107.01, Block Group 3 $96,711
Tract 1917.02, Block Group 4 L7l Tract 3107.03, Block Group 1 $79,831
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 1 RNyl Tract 3107.04, Block Group 1 $91,635
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 2 il PM Tract 3107.04, Block Group 2 $81,607
Tract 1918.04, Block Group 3 EICHICRI Tract 3107.04, Block Group 3 $87,500
Tract 1918.08, Block Group 1 BIEEY VAR Tract 3107.04, Block Group 4 $51,964

Tract 1918.08, Block Group 2 $58,214

Source: US Census Bureau, 2006-2010 ACS, Median Household Income

Comparing the Adjusted 2000 Census Data with the 2006-2010 ACS Data Using a T-test

A T-test was used to compare the means of two groups of data and to determine if the variability between the
two groups is statistically different. The online tool, GraphPad Software, QuickCalcs was used to perform the T-
test. http://www.graphpad.com/quickcalcs/ttestl.cfm?Format=C (Figure G-2 and Figure G-3).

US 281 Draft EIS G
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Figure G-2: T-test Data Entry Screenshot

Source: GraphPad Software Inc., 2012
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Figure G-3: T-test Results Page Screenshot

Source: GraphPad Software Inc., 2012

Findings

The T-test concludes that the differences between the adjusted 2000 median household income data and the
2006-2010 ACS median household income data are not statistically significant. As such, this analysis concludes
that the 2006-2010 ACS median household income data are the “best available.”

Citations
Bureau of Labor Statistics. 2012 Consumer Price Index Calculator.
http://www.bls.ecov/data/inflation calculator.htm

GraphPad Software, Inc. 2005. T-test Calculator. http://www.graphpad.com/quickcalcs/ttestl.cfm?Format=C

Posey, Kirby G., Edward Welniak, Charles Nelson. 2003. Income in the American Community Survey:
Comparisons to Census 2000. U.S. Census Bureau, American Statistical Association Meetings, San Francisco, CA,
August 2003.

U.S. Census Bureau. 2000 Census. Median Household Income.
http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml

U.S. Census Bureau. 2006-2010 American Community Survey 5-year Estimates. Median Household Income.
http://factfinder2.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml
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San Antonio-Bexar County Metropolitan Planning Organization (SA-BC MPO)

Projections for Mobility 2035:

To help ensure consistency with local and regional plans and policies, demographic projections developed by
the SA-BC MPO for Mobility 2035 were used to describe the future demographic conditions along the US 281
Project Corridor through 2035. These projections use a geography called Traffic Analysis Zones (TAZ) which
share common boundaries with U.S. Census tracts and include statistics about population, employment and
households for the SA-BC MPO’s metropolitan planning area (Bexar, Comal, Guadalupe, Kendall, and Wilson
counties).

SA-BC MPO Projections for Mobility 2035 were used in:
Chapter 1 — Need for and Purpose of the Proposed Action
Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

The Texas State Data Center (TSDC) and Environmental Systems Research Institute (ESRI):

The TSDC and ESRI provide population projections at the county level for the US 281 project corridor and were
used for the demographic analysis found in Chapter 4 — Indirect Effects. In order to analyze indirect effects, an
area of influence (AOI) was established which represents the geographic area where probable encroachment-
alterations and induced land development effects of the proposed project are likely to occur. The AOI is
approximately 560 square miles and includes portions of Bexar, Blanco, Comal and Kendall counties. The SA-
BC MPO projections were not used in this analysis because the SA-BC MPO’s metropolitan planning area does
not include Blanco County. As such, population data developed by TSDC and ESRI and analyzed by SA
Research Corporation were used to describe the projected population growth through 2035 for the four counties
intersecting the AOI as well as for the AOL As shown in Figure 3-4 in Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and
Environmental Consequences, the projections developed by the TSDC are comparable to the projections
developed by the SA-BC MPO.

TSDC and ESRI Projections were used in:
Chapter 4 — Indirect Effects

U.S. Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS):

The BLS collects employment and unemployment statistics on an annual basis at the regional and county level.
While employment data is available from the U.S. Census Bureau, it is only current through 2000 as of June 2011,
and is only released every ten years. To help ensure that the most current and accurate data were used, and to
demonstrate year-to-year employment/unemployment trends, BLS employment and unemployment data were
used for the socioeconomic analysis in Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences.

BLS data were used in:
Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences

G-8 US 281 Draft EIS
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Historical Growth

Chapter 1 — Need for and Purpose of the Proposed Action, and Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and
Environmental Consequences use a Demographic Study Area to describe the historical growth that has
occurred along the US 281 project corridor. 1980, 1990, 2000, and 2010 Census and the 2006-2010 American
Community Survey data was sourced to describe the historical growth in the Demographic Study Area. Figure
G-4 highlights the census tracts in the Demographic Study Area.

Figure G-4: US 281 — 2010 Census Tracts in the Demographic Study Area

Source: US Census Bureau & US 281 EIS Team, August 2010

US 281 Draft EIS G-9
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Table G-4: Historical Population Growth — Demographic Study Area — Census Tract

1980* 1990 2000 2010

Tract 1219 (Includes Tracts 1219.03, 1219.04, 870 4,799 10,947
1219.05, 1219.06, 1219.07, 1219.08, 1219.09 & 1219.10)
Bexar County, Tract 1918 (Includes Tracts 1918.04, 1918.08, 2,143 4,561 17,938
1918.09, 1918.10, 1918.11, 1918.12, 1918.13, 1918.14, 1918.15, 1918.16
& 1918.17)
Comal County, Tract 3107 (Includes Tracts 1317.01, 1317.02, 3,300 6,156 12,938
1317.03 & 1317.04)

Source: US Census Bureau, US Census 2010, 2000, 1990 & 1980

40,715

57,928

21,569

Demographic Study Area Total 6,313 15,516 41,823 120,212

* Note: 1980 census geography is not an exact match with 1990, 2000, or 2010 geography. While the area represented in the 1980 counts are a bit larger,

these statistics are intended only to show a growth pattern in general and have not been used for analysis purposes in this Draft EIS.

Table G-5: Historical Household Growth — Demographic Study Area — Census Tract

Bexar County, Tract 1219 (Includes Tracts 1219.03, 1219.04, 290 1,448 3,513
1219.05, 1219.06, 1219.07, 1219.08, 1219.09 & 1219.10)

Bexar County, Tract 1918 (Includes Tracts 1918.04, 1918.08, 828 1,524 6,196
1918.09, 1918.10, 1918.11, 1918.12, 1918.13, 1918.14, 1918.15, 1918.16

& 1918.17)

Comal County, Tract 3107 (Includes Tracts 1317.01, 1317.02, 1,121 2,180 4,503
1317.03 & 1317.04)

Source: US Census Bureau, US Census 2000, 1990 and 1980; 2006-2010 American Community Survey

1980* 1990 2000 2010

11,809

17,743

7,252

Demographic Study Area Total 2,239 5,152 14,212 36,804

* Note: 1980 census geography is not an exact match with 1990, 2000, or 2010 geography. While the area represented in 1980 counts are a bit larger, these

statistics are intended only to show a growth pattern in general and have not been used for analysis purposes in this Draft EIS.

Table G-6: Historical Employment Growth — Demographic Study Area — Census Tract

Bexar County, Tract 1219 (Includes Tracts 1219.03, 1219.04, 489 2,233 5,409
1219.05, 1219.06, 1219.07, 1219.08, 1219.09 & 1912.10)

Bexar County, Tract 1918 (Includes Tracts 1918.04, 1918.08, 1,127 2,237 8,719
1918.09, 1918.10, 1918.11, 1918.12, 1918.13, 1918.14, 1918.15, 1918.16

& 1918.17)

Comal County, Tract 3107 (Includes Tracts 1317.01, 1317.02, 1,696 3,091 6,625
1317.03 & 1317.04)

Source: US Census Bureau, US Census 2000, 1990 and 1980; 2006-2010 American Community Survey

Geography 1980* 1990 2000 2010

17,728

26,191

9,746

Demographic Study Area Total 3,312 7,561 20,753 53,665

* Note: 1980 census geography is not an exact match with 1990, 2000, or 2010 geography. While the area represented in 1980 counts are a bit larger, these

statistics are intended only to show a growth pattern in general and have not been used for analysis purposes in this Draft EIS.
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Forecasted Growth

Chapter 1 — Need and Purpose of the Proposed Action, and Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and
Environmental Consequences use the Demographic Study Area to analyze the forecasted growth along the US
281 Project Corridor. To help ensure consistency with local and regional plans and policies, the demographic
projections developed by the SA-BC MPO for Mobility 2035 were used. The SA-BC MPO forecasts population
and employment growth using geography called TAZs. 2005 was used as the base year and the data was
sourced from the Census Bureau 2005 estimates. Forecasts were produced for 2008, 2015, 2025, and 2035. Figure
G-5 highlights the TAZs in the Demographic Study Area.

Figure G-5: US 281 — TAZs in the Demographic Study Area

Source: San Antonio-Bexar County Metropolitan Planning Organization & US 281 EIS Team, August 2010

Table G-7: Forecasted Population Growth — Demographic Study Area - TAZ

US 281 Draft EIS G-
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Bexar County TAZs
TAZ 751
V.VAYLY
TAZ 753
TAZ 754
TAZ 755
TAZ 756
TAZ 758
TAZ 759
TAZ 760
VVA(
TAZ 762
V. VA]
TAZ 764
TAZ 765
TAZ 766
TAZ 767
VVAY(:]
TAZ 769
TAZ 770
TAZ 771
TAZ 822
TAZ 912
TAZ 913

Bexar County TAZs
TAZ 751
TAZ 752
TAZ 753
TAZ 754
TAZ 755
TAZ 756
TAZ 758
TAZ 759
TAZ 760
TAZ 761
TAZ 762
TAZ 763
TAZ 764

-12

US 281 Draft EIS

Geography 2005 2008 2015 2025 2035

1,462 1,774 2,351 9,137 2,351
3,615 3,750 4,322 8,329 4,322
7,211 8,430 11,183 13,469 11,183
9,242 10,320 12,900 14,885 12,900
2,209 2,305 2,798 3,178 2,798
4,217 4,312 4,791 5,203 4,791
7,149 8,324 10,924 13,186 10,924
276 481 1,023 2,048 1,023
90 410 1,165 2,781 1,165
1,087 1,253 1,710 2,639 1,710
343 1,066 1,145 3,511 1,145
156 376 884 2,035 884
2,628 3,280 4,491 5,279 4,491
2,686 3,378 5,052 5,920 5,052
1,797 1,983 2,548 3,573 2,548
606 870 1,524 2,870 1,524
650 826 1,272 1,962 1,272
229 461 853 1,920 853
386 578 1,167 2,132 1,167
438 625 1,291 2,059 1,291
1,480 1,767 1,964 2,983 1,964
5,095 5,701 6,915 9,516 6,915
3,399 3,654 4,542 4,750 4,542

432
1,087
2,646
3,301

683
1,410
2,546

159

107

434

362

123

865

Source: San Antonio - Bexar County Metropolitan Planning Organization, 2035 Projection Model

Table G-8: Forecasted Household Growth — Demographic Study Area - TAZ

Geography 2005 2008 2015 2025 2035

612
1,276
3,738
4,322

867
1,599
3,551

391

361

633

438

337
1,277

2,561
2,732
4,542
5111
1,005
1,793
4,334

753

798
1,011
1,333

733
1,556

1,350 1,457 1,707 2,036 2,392
1,225 1,357 1,668 2,100 2,570
3,580 4,336 6,100 8,853 11,880
2,826 3,510 5,106 7,633 10,415
2,573 2,853 3,508 4,421 5,412
3,830 4,847 7,221 11,010 15,181
214 229 267 316 370
1,488 1,992 3,168 5,086 7,205

612
1,276
3,738
4,322

867
1,599
3,551

391

361

633

438

337
1,277
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Geograph 2005 2008 2015 2025 2035
grapny

665 869 1,421 1,606 1,421
582 663 896 1,315 896
176 264 520 966 520
154 199 344 518 344
54 111 244 514 244
105 165 383 679 383
127 185 446 678 446
450 557 640 1,012 640
1,482 1,713 2,165 3,116 2,165
929 1,029 1,332 1,569 1,332
474 515 613 729 860
430 480 599 752 924
1,257 1,537 2,191 3,170 4,272
992 1,244 1,834 2,733 3,745
903 1,010 1,260 1,583 1,946
1,345 1,719 2,594 3,942 5,459
75 81 96 113 133
523 707 1,138 1,821 2,591

Source: San Antonio - Bexar County Metropolitan Planning Organization, 2035 Projection Model

Table G-9: Forecasted Employment Growth — Demographic Study Area - TAZ

Geography 2005 2008 2015 2025 2035

Bexar County TAZs

TAZ 751 84 117 196 1,886 196
V.VALY 172 198 259 1,564 259
TAZ 753 944 1,157 1,654 2,738 1,654
TAZ 754 1,488 1,691 2,166 3,201 2,166
TAZ 755 1,145 1,725 3,079 3,769 3,079
TAZ 756 10,195 10,855 12,397 13,182 12,397
TAZ 758 956 1,160 1,629 2,652 1,629
TAZ 759 76 108 184 763 184
TAZ 760 73 115 214 885 214
TAZ 761 770 830 973 1,537 973
TAZ 762 75 265 710 1,365 710
VVAY(X] 174 207 287 881 287
TAZ 764 538 634 859 1,188 859
TAZ 765 591 690 922 1,459 922
TAZ 766 206 274 433 1,066 433
VvV 174 217 318 996 318
ViVAY(:] 55 86 159 449 159
TAZ 769 2,074 2,113 2,205 2,371 2,205
TAZ 770 234 288 417 928 417
TAZ 771 650 702 825 1,313 825
TAZ 822 13 48 132 737 132
TAZ 912 1,142 1,254 1,518 2,127 1,518
VVAC K] 6 54 169 434 169

Comal County TAZs
TAZ 986 234 252 295 361 514
TAZ 987 742 767 827 920 1,190

US 281 Draft EIS G-13
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Geography 2005 2008 2015 2025 2035

378 842 1,926 2,735 4,101
923 985 1,130 1,516 2,237
622 685 833 1,064 1,532
482 532 650 832 1,207
104 122 167 267 455
312 347 430 865 821

Source: San Antonio - Bexar County Metropolitan Planning Organization, 2035 Projection Model

Socioeconomics

As part of Chapter 3 — Affected Environment and Environmental Consequences, socioeconomic characteristics
are discussed which includes analysis of Environmental Justice (EJ), Limited English Proficiency (LEP) and other
socioeconomic characteristics. Data from the 2010 Census, ACS 2006 to 2010 5-year survey, and the BLS were
used to analyze the socioeconomic characteristics along the US 281 Project Corridor for this Draft EIS.

2010 Census data include: block level data for total population, race and ethnicity.

ACS 2006 to 2010 5-year survey data include: block group level data for household income, poverty, tract level
data for ability to speak English, linguistically-isolated households and household occupancy, and county level
data for employment and commute characteristics,

BLS was for year-to-year employment/unemployment statistics at the county and Metropolitan Statistical Area
(MSA) level.

The socioeconomic characteristics in this Draft EIS are generally analyzed within the Demographic Study Area
(with the exception of BLS Employment statistics, which are analyzed at the county level). As mentioned above,
a redistricting effort took place between the 2000 and 2010 Census. Table G-10 is a conversion chart between the
2010 and 2000 geographies at the census tract level within the Demographic Study Area.

Table G-10: Change in 2010 and 2000 Census Tracts in the Demographic Study Area

2010 Census Tract 2000 Census Tract

1219.02
1219.02
1219.01
1219.02
1219.01
1219.01
1219.01
1219.01
1918.04
1918.05
1918.05
1918.05
1918.05
1918.05
1918.05
1918.05
1918.05
1918.02
1918.02

Comal County Tracts

(2}
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2010 Census Tract 2000 Census Tract

3107
3107
3107
3107

Source: US Census Bureau, US Census 2010 & 2000

Environmental Justice (EJ) Populations

For the analysis of EJ two study areas were developed, the Study Area for Race and Ethnicity and the Study
Area for Income and Poverty. These two study areas are distinct because the most detailed information on these
topics are available in different geographies and are sourced from different Census Bureau products. The Study
Area for Race and Ethnicity includes all Census Blocks located within or immediately adjacent to the rights-of-
way (ROWs) of the Proposed Build Alternatives and the Study Area for Income and Poverty includes all Census
Block Groups located within or immediately adjacent to the ROWs of the Proposed Building Alternatives. For
this study, immediately adjacent means all geographies that intersect a 500-foot buffer around the centerline of
the existing US 281 roadway. The study areas represent the area where direct effect would potentially be
experienced as a result of the proposed US 281 project. Figure G-6a through G-6c and Figure G-7.

US 281 Draft EIS G-15
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1 Figure G-6a: Study Area for Race and Ethnicity

3 Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Census, January 2012.
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1 Figure G-6b: Study Area for Race and Ethnicity

3 Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Census, January 2012.
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1 Figure G-6¢: Study Area for Race and Ethnicity

3 Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Census, January 2012.
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Figure G-7: Study Area for Income and Poverty

Camp Bullis

Military Installation

Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Census, June 2012.
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Minority Populations

A minority is defined as a person who is the following race or ethnicity:

Black (having origins from any of the black racial group of Africa)

Asian-American (having origins from of the original peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, the Indian

Subcontinent, of the Pacific Islands)

American Indian and Alaska Native (having origins from any of the original people of North America
and who maintains cultural identification through tribal affiliation or community recognition)
Hispanic or Latino (of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or other Spanish

culture or origin, regardless of race).

Several blocks in the Study Area for Race and Ethnicity contain a population of zero. Table G-11 provides data for all blocks

that contain a population. The following blocks have reported zero population in the 2010 Census.

Block 2001, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1006, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1007, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1008, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1020, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1021, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1022, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1031, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1032, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1033, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1034, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1211.18, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1005, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1219.04, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1006, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1219.04, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2000, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2027, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2028, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2029, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2030, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2035, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2037, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2038, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2039, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.05, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1007, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1008, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1009, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2001, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2006, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2007, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2014, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2015, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2016, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2018, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2019, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.06, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2024, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2026, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2027, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2030, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2031, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2077, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2078, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2079, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2081, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
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Block 2085, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2086, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2087, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2088, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2089, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.07, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2001, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2002, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2003, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2004, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2009, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2019, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2020, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2021, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1219.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2000, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2001, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2005, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2022, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2023, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2024, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2025, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2026, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1917.02, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2001, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2002, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.08, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1001, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.10, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1002, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.10, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1051, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1052, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1053, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1054, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1055, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1056, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1057, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1058, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1066, Block Group 1, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2000, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2007, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2015, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2022, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2023, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 2024, Block Group 2, Census Tract 1918.17, Bexar County, Texas
Block 1085, Block Group 1, Census Tract 3107.03, Comal County, Texas
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Table G-11: Race and Ethnic Distribution in the Study Area for Race and Ethnicity — 2010 Census

American Native Hispan
Black or Indian/ Hawaiian/ icor
Total 2010 African Other ) Total
Geography . . Alaska " Latino o
Population American : Pacific Minority
Native (of any
Only Only Islander race)
Only
Bexar County Blocks
Tract 9 8 0 0 0 0 1 0 7 7
1219.05,
100.0% 88.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 11.1% 0.0% 77.8% 77.8%
Block 2001
Tract 1,324 1,050 108 4 93 7 31 31 396 621
]l;igkoib 0 100.0% 79.3% 8.2% 0.3% 7.0% 0.5% 2.3% 2.3% 29.9% 46.9%
Tract 83 58 5 0 12 0 0 8 35 56
1219.05, 100.0% 69.9% 6.0% 0.0% 14.5% 0.0% 0.0% 9.6% 42.2% 67.5%
Block 2005
89 61 0 0 22 0 1 5 28 52
Ei;tos 1000%  68.5% 0.0% 00%  247% 0.0% 11%  56% 315%  584%
Block 2016
Tract 131 101 14 0 16 0 0 0 27 57
1219.05,
Block 2017 100.0% 77.1% 10.7% 0.0% 12.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 20.6% 43.5%
Tract 438 286 26 8 87 0 10 21 148 274
1219'05’ O, o, 0, 0O, 0, O, 0, 0Oy 0Oy 0,
Block 2026 100.0% 65.3% 5.9% 1.8% 19.9% 0.0% 2.3% 4.8% 33.8% 62.6%
Tract 666 399 41 1 161 1 29 34 200 424
1219'05’ O, 0, 0Oy 0Oy 0Oy 0y 0, 0y O, 0,
Block 2036 100.0% 59.9% 6.2% 0.2% 24.2% 0.2% 4.4% 51% 30.0% 63.7%
Tract 164 156 1 0 7 0 0 0 22 30
00 1000%  951% 0.6% 0.0% 43% 00%  00% 00% 134%  183%
Block 1005
Tract 41 41 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7
1219.06,
100.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 17.1% 17.1%
Block 1006
Tract 405 309 19 2 19 0 43 13 164 211
1219.06, 100.0% 76.3% 4.7% 0.5% 4.7% 0.0% 10.6% 3.2% 40.5% 52.1%
Block 1010
Tract 140 126 3 0 6 0 1 4 30 42
1219.06, 100.0% 90.0% 2.1% 0.0% 4.3% 0.0% 0.7% 2.9% 21.4% 30.0%
Block 1012
Tract 1,349 1,083 60 1 59 0 95 55 490 634
llﬁi(g:kogé) 00 100.0% 80.3% 4.4% 0.1% 41% 0.0% 7.0% 41% 36.3% 47.0%
Tract 196 152 24 2 9 0 6 3 50 86
1219.07, 100.0% 77.6% 12.2% 1.0% 4.6% 0.0% 3.1% 1.5% 25.5% 43.9%
Block 2023
Tract 325 300 1 1 15 0 1 7 47 70
1219.07, 100.0% 92.3% 0.3% 0.3% 4.6% 0.0% 0.3% 2.2% 14.5% 21.5%
Block 2075
Tract 201 147 16 0 12 0 11 15 65 102
1219.07, 100.0% 73.1% 8.0% 0.0% 6.0% 0.0% 5.5% 7.5% 32.3% 50.7%
Block 2080
Tract 44 44 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 14
1219.08, 100.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 31.8% 31.8%
Block 2000
Tract 593 505 22 1 19 0 24 22 129 184
]13‘?3)21(056 05 100.0% 85.2% 3.7% 0.2% 3.2% 0.0% 4.0% 3.7% 21.8% 31.0%
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Native

Black or ﬁr:;f;;a/n Hawaiian/ HIICSI;:n

Total 2010 African Asian Other . Total
Geography . . Alaska w Latino .

Population American . Only Pacific ) Minority

Only Native Islander (of any
Only race)
Only
Bexar County Blocks
Tract 56 47 6 0 3 0 0 0 11 20
1219.08, 100.0% 83.9% 10.7% 0.0% 5.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 19.6% 35.7%
Block 2006
Tract 102 80 6 0 9 0 3 4 41 57
1219.08, 1000%  78.4% 5.9% 0.0% 8.8% 0.0% 29%  39%  402%  559%
Block 2012
Tract 128 104 4 1 3 0 6 10 47 58
1219.08, 1000%  81.3% 3.1% 0.8% 2.3% 0.0% 47%  78%  367%  453%
Block 2022
Tract 11 10 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
1917.02, 100.0%  90.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  91%  9.1%  182%
Block 2021
Tract 434 301 33 1 57 0 23 19 91 194
;S?ifkoi) 00 100.0% 69.4% 7.6% 0.2% 13.1% 0.0% 5.3% 4.4% 21.0% 44.7%
Tract 222 196 3 0 5 0 13 5 64 75
1918.08, 100.0% 88.3% 1.4% 0.0% 2.3% 0.0% 5.9% 2.3% 28.8% 33.8%
Block 2000
Tract 59 45 0 0 2 0 7 5 27 36
1918.08, 100.0% 76.3% 0.0% 0.0% 3.4% 0.0% 11.9% 8.5% 45.8% 61.0%
Block 2003
Tract 135 115 1 0 5 0 4 10 41 51
1918.08, 100.0% 85.2% 0.7% 0.0% 3.7% 0.0% 3.0% 7.4% 30.4% 37.8%
Block 2004
Tract 583 457 55 3 17 0 36 25 215 300
];?ifkoié) 05 100.0% 78.4% 9.4% 0.5% 2.9% 0.0% 4.5% 4.3% 36.9% 51.5%
Tract 1,508 1,168 115 5 54 4 98 64 492 695
é?ifkl% 00 100.0% 77.5% 7.6% 0.3% 3.6% 0.3% 6.5% 4.2% 32.6% 46.1%
Tract 857 687 28 4 91 0 25 22 224 355
1918.10, 100.0% 80.2% 3.3% 0.5% 10.6% 0.0% 2.9% 2.6% 26.1% 41.4%
Block 1005
Tract 59 20 1 0 22 0 3 13 16 41
1918.10, 100.0%  33.9% 1.7% 00%  373% 0.0% 51% 220%  27.1%  69.5%
Block 1007
Tract 15 14 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 3
1918.14,
100.0% 93.3% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 6.7% 0.0% 20.0% 20.0%

Block 1000
Tract 227 195 3 0 10 0 12 7 75 93
113?;?1(1;16 0 100.0% 85.9% 1.3% 0.0% 4.4% 0.0% 5.3% 3.1% 33.0% 41.0%
Tract 568 513 17 5 8 1 15 9 140 175
113?333% 37 100.0% 90.3% 3.0% 0.9% 1.4% 0.2% 2.6% 1.6% 24.6% 30.8%
Tract 998 818 40 2 42 4 48 44 273 382
1918.14, 100.0% 82.0% 4.0% 0.2% 4.2% 0.4% 4.8% 4.4% 27.4% 38.3%
Block 2000
T 83 61 0 0 7 0 10 5 32 41
s e 100.0%  73.5% 0.0% 0.0% 8.4% 0.0% 120%  60%  38.6% 49.4%
Block 2006

US 281 Draft EIS G-23



—_

SOOI GT =W N =

Appendix G April 2013

A . Native Hi
Black or Im;rlca/n Hawaiian/ .1span
Total 2010 African HCHAH, Asian Other - .or Total
Geography . . Alaska w Latino .
Population American Native Only Pacific (of an Minority
Only Islander Y
race)

Only il

Bexar County Blocks

Tract
1918.14,
Block 2014
Tract
1918.14,
Block 2015
Tract
1918.17,
Block 1000

Tract
1918.17,
Block 1004
Tract
1918.17,
Block 1005
Tract
1918.17,
Block 1007

Tract
1918.17,
Block 1019

Tract
1918.17,
Block 1050

Tract

1918.17,

Block 2001

Comal County Blocks

Tract 23
3107.03,

23 0 0 0 0

0 12

Block 1066 100.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 52.2% 52.2%
Tract 8 4 0 0 0 0 4 0 8 8
3107.04, 100.0% 50.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 50.0% 0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

Block 4034
Study Area for Race and Ethnicity

Total 16,581 13,130 858 56 1,190 21 713 613 4,916 7,335
100.0% 79.2% 5.2% 0.3% 7.2% 0.1% 4.3% 3.7% 29.6% 44.2%

Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 US Census

Low Income Populations

Low income is defined in US DOT Order 5610.2(a) as a person whose median household income is at or below the U.S.
Department of Health and Human Services (USDHHS) poverty guidelines. The USDHHS poverty guidelines are categorized
by the number of persons living in a household. The average household size in Bexar County was 2.75 people and in Comal
County was 2.6 people in 2010 (U.S Census Bureau 2010). The 2012 USDHHS poverty guideline for a 2-person household is
$15,130 and for a 3-person household is $19,090 (USDHHS 2012). This value was adjusted to 2010 dollars using the Consumer
Price Index to ensure an equal comparison with Census data, which are reported in 2010 dollars. For the EJ analysis, low-
income is considered as a median household income equal to or less than $18,136.

G-24 US 281 Draft EIS



SI13 3jeJdqQg 18T SN

Sz-n

Table G-12: Median Household Income in the Study Area for Income and Poverty - ACS 2006-2010

Aydei8oan)

ployssnoy

|
Q
=]
2]
@
=
2,
a.
@

Bexar County Block Groups

Tract
1211.18
Block
Group 1
Tract
1219.04
Block
Group 1
Tract
1219.05
Block
Group 2
Tract
1219.06
Block
Group 1
Tract
1219.06
Block
Group 2
Tract
1219.07
Block
Group 2
Tract
1219.08
Block
Group 2
Tract
1917.02
Block

Group 2

$105,880

$86,339

$120,543

$86,838

$67,917

$76,904

$121,681

$115,093

uey ssa]

03 000°0T$

03 000°ST$

uey) ssa]

03 000°0C$

0
0.0%

15
3.7%

29

2.9%

0.0%

0.0%

45

2.1%

0.0%

0.0%

000°6¢$
0} 000°ST$

0
0.0%

12
3.0%

11
1.1%

45
4.5%

33
4.0%

56

2.6%

0.0%

0.0%

666F7c$
03 000°0€$

21
4.5%

0.0%

0.8%

69
6.8%

51
6.2%

70
3.2%

0.0%

19
2.5%

8
1.7%

0.0%

47
4.6%

21
21%

24
2.9%

110
51%

11
2.6%

15
1.9%

03 000°0%$

0
0.0%

0.0%

79

7.8%

0.0%

15

1.8%

0.4%

0.0%

0.0%

03 000'SH$

0.0%

20
4.9%

0.0%

63
6.2%

113
13.7%

156
7.2%

10
2.4%

61
7.9%

03 000°05$

38
8.1%

39
9.6%

40
3.9%

67
6.6%

16
1.9%

174
8.0%

17
4.1%

32
4.2%

6667.$
03 000°09%

48
10.2%

70
17.3%

43
42%

118
11.7%

103
12.5%

267
12.3%

24
5.7%

17
2.2%

666°66%
03 000'S2$

6667C1$
03 000°001$

666'671$
03 000°SCT$

111 126 23
23.6% 26.8% 4.9%

67 109 26
165% 269%  6.4%
109 148 144
107% 14.6% 14.2%
208 165 105
20.6% 163% 104%
9%1 74 155
o 9.0% 188%

%
487 211 190

22.4% 9.7%  87%

9318 119 95
(;/ 28.4% 22.7%
108 126 17
14.0% 164%  2.2%

666'661$
03 000'0ST$

67
14.2%

18
4.4%

142
14.0%

90
8.9%

29
3.5%

197
9.0%

62
14.8%

202
26.2%

QIO
10 000°00T$

29
6.2%

0.0%

169
16.7%

46
4.5%

27
3.3%

101
4.6%

43
10.3%

124
16.1%

€10z |14dy
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666FC$
03 000°02$

666'66$
0} 000°S2$

666FCI$
0} 000°00T$
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o 2o
$ g
2l e8
S| g3
g g

uey} sso]
uevy} sso]
000°6¢$
0} 000°ST$
666'FE$
0} 000°0€$
666'65$
03 000GE$
03 000°0%$
03 000'SH$
03 000°05$
6667L$
0} 000°09%
666'671$
03} 000'SCT$
666'661$
03} 000°0ST$
10 000°00T$
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Bexar County Block Groups

Tract
1918.04
Block
Group 1
Tract
1918.08
Block
Group 1
Tract
1918.08
Block
Group 2
Tract
1918.10
Block
Group 1
Tract
1918.14
Block
Group 1
Tract
1918.14
Block
Group 2
Tract
1918.17
Block
Group 1
Tract
1918.17
Block
Group 2

Tract
3107.03
Block
Group 1

$93’523 257 .... 51%

$148,421

$58,214

$60,571

$70,750

$101,048

$84,909

$117,782

$79,831

810

13

16
2.0%

0.0%

10
0.9%

21
3.4%

0.0%

75
3.3%

0.0%

46
8.3%

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

34
3.0%

0.0%

14
2.1%

87
3.9%

0.0%

0.0%

0
0.0%

15
1.9%

0.0%

58
51%

48

7.8%

1.4%

51
2.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0
0.0%

0.0%

28
8.0%

47
42%

42

6.8%

0.0%

75
3.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

89
7.9%

0.0%

33
5.0%

73
3.2%

71
6.7%

B2
5.7%

0
0.0%

0.0%

11
3.1%

146
12.9%

27
4.4%

0.0%

117
5.2%

45
4.3%

47
8.4%

8
3.1%

39
4.8%

109
31.1%

17
1.5%

32
5.2%

19
2.9%

128
5.7%

81
7.7%

11
2.0%

13
5.1%

51
6.3%

0
0.0%

85
7.5%

72
11.7%

20
3.0%

243
10.8%

74
7.0%

58
10.4%

75 25
292%  9.7%
s

° O,
% 6.0%

58 62

16.6% 17.7%

136 179
12.0% 15.8%

45 92
7.3% 15.0%

196 156
29.5% 23.5%

339 256
15.1% 11.4%

5 35 221
% 20.9%
155 46

27.8% 8.3%

49
19.1%

186
23.0%

11
3.1%

82
7.3%

67
10.9%

21
3.2%

172
7.6%

177
16.7%

24
4.3%

28
10.9%

246
30.4%

0.0%

32
2.8%

42
6.8%

81
12.2%

175
7.8%

166
15.7%

70
12.6%

20
7.8%

111
13.7%

14
4.0%

59
5.2%

37
6.0%

87
13.1%

261
11.6%

128
12.1%

18
3.2%
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Comal County Block Groups

Tract

3107.04 82 19 48
Block SILEA 618 133% 31% 78%
Group 4

Study Area for Income and Poverty

Bexar County Block Groups

Tract 1211.18
Block Group 1

Tract 1219.04
Block Group 1

Tract 1219.05
Block Group 2

Tract 1219.06
Block Group 1

Tract 1219.06
Block Group 2

Tract 1219.07
Block Group 2

uey ssa]

Rl
—_
>
Nl
Nl
O

03 000°0T$

666'61$
03 000ST$

1,639
100.0%
937
100.0%
3,137
100.0%
2,666
100.0%
2,039
100.0%
6,767
100.0%

uey) ssa]

666FC$
03 000°0T$

352

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year Survey, Table C17002 - Ratio of Income to Poverty Threshold in the Past 16512 Months, June 2012.

000°6¢$
0} 000°ST$

311
2.0%

666Fc$
03 000°0€$

467
3.0%

15
2.4%

443
2.9%

666F7$
03 000°07$

23
3.7%

424
2.8%

66667$
0} 000°SF$

47
7.6%

863
5.6%

Table G-13: Ratio of Income to Poverty Threshold in the Study Area for Income and Poverty — ACS 2006- 2010

Census Track and Block Total Population Under 0.50 0.50 to 0.99 Less than 1.00 1.00 to 1.49 1.50 to 1.99 2.00 and Over
Group

03 000°05$

28
4.5%

895
5.8%

6667L$
03 000'09%

666'66%
0} 000GL$

55
8.9
%

30
4.9%

1,336 2,403
8.7% 15.6%

0.0%

0.0%
46
1.5%
76
2.9%
17
0.8%
267
3.9%

66671
03 000°001$

32
5.2%

2,196
14.3%

03 000°GCT$

23
3.7%

1,567
10.2%

119
7.3%
46
4.9%
128
4.1%
20
0.8%
185
9.1%
273
4.0%

666'661$
0} 000°0ST$

148
23.9%

1,795
11.7%

QIO
10 000°00T$

15
2.4%

1,289
8.4%

1,520
92.7%
827
88.3%
2,918
93.0%
2,497
93.7%
1,785
87.5%
6,042
89.3%
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Census Track and Block Total Population Under 0.50 0.50 to 0.99 Less than 1.00 1.00 to 1.49 1.50 to 1.99 2.00 and Over
Group

Bexar County Block Groups

Tract 1219.08 1,191 0 0 1,182
100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 99.2%
Tract 1917.02 2,146 33 34 2,050
100.0% 1.5% 1.6% 95.5%
Tract 1918.04 12 14 791
Tract 1918.08 2,663 61 18 2,549
100.0% 2.3% 0.7% 95.7%
Tract 1918.08 745 59 0 615
100.0% 7.9% 0.0% 82.6%
Tract 1918.10 3,007 149 358 2,306
100.0% 5.0% 11.9% 76.7%
Tract 1918.14 1,714 271 164 1,220
100.0% 15.8% 9.6% 71.2%
Tract 1918.14 2,184 29 102 2,016
100.0% 1.3% 4.7% 92.3%
Tract 1918.17 5,696 198 410 4,924
100.0% 3.5% 7.2% 86.4%
Tract 1918.17 3,390 0 107 3,157
100.0% 0.0% 3.2% 93.1%
Tract 3107.03 1,535 19 0 1,178
100.0% 1.2% 0.0% 76.7%
Tract 3107.04 1,390 58 279 1,022
100.0% 4.2% 20.1% 73.5%
Study Area for Income and Poverty

Total 43,663 1,295 2,257 38,599
_ 100.0% 3.0% 5.2% 88.4%

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year Survey, Table C17002 - Ratio of Income to Poverty Threshold in the Past 12 Months, June 2012.
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Persons with Limited English Proficiency (LEP)
2010 Census geography was used for the analysis of LEP in the Demographic Study Area. LEP is defined as having “limited ability to read, write, speak, or understand
English” (67 Federal Register (FR) 41459). For the purposes of this study LEP is defined in two ways:

e those that speak a language other than English and speak English “less than very well”

e linguistically-isolated households which refer to those households where all members, 14 years of age and older have at least some difficulty with English

Table G-14: Languages Spoken in the Demographic Study Area and Ability to Speak English — County & Census Tract - ACS 2006-2010

Spanish/Spanish Creole French (m(cjl;i;n)g Patois & Portuguese/Portuguese Creole

Total English English English English English
Households Only English “less English “less English “less English “less
“very than “very than “very than “very than
well” very well” very well” very well” very
well” well” well” well”

Geography

Bexar & Comal 1,618,832 944592 (18909 435384 183,525 4,138 3,591 547 1,080 904 176 761 676 85
counties Total 0, 58.4% 0o, 0, 0, o, 0, 0, o, 0, o, o, 0, 0
100.0% 382%  703%  29.7% 0.3% 86.8% 13.2% 0.1% 83.7%  163%  0.0% 88.8% 11.2%

Bexar County 4725 3,750 828 719 109 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.03 100.0% 793%  175%  86.8%  13.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 8,525 2,741 432 315 117 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.04 100.0% 82.4%  13.0%  729%  27.1% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 4,098 3,159 534 455 79 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.05 100.0% 771%  130%  852%  14.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 4,748 3,626 935 723 212 0 0 0 0 0 0 34 34 0
Tract 1219.06 100.0% 764%  197%  77.3%  22.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  07%  100.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 6,659 4,835 1,313 1,057 256 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.07 100.0% 72.6%  197%  805%  19.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 1,852 1,609 270 171 99 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.08 100.0% 85.0%  143%  633%  36.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3,139 2,003 1,038 785 253 3 0 3 0 0 0 51 32 19
Tract 1219.09 100.0% 63.8%  331%  756%  24.4% 0.1% 00%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%  1.6% 62.7% 37.3%

Bexar County 3,725 2,890 686 519 167 0 0 0 23 23 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.10 100.0% 77.6%  184%  757%  243% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.6%  100.0% 00%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 5,206 4,352 677 620 57 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.04 100.0% 83.6%  13.0%  91.6% 8.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1918.08

Bexar County
Tract 1918.09

Bexar County
Tract 1918.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.11

Bexar County
Tract 1918.12

Bexar County
Tract 1918.13

Bexar County
Tract 1918.14

Bexar County
Tract 1918.15

Bexar County
Tract 1918.16

Bexar County
Tract 1918.17

Comal County
Tract 3107.01

Comal County
Tract 3107.02

Comal County
Tract 3107.03

Total

Households

3,059
100.0%

4,380
100.0%

3,889
100.0%

3,291
100.0%

3,447
100.0%

5,987
100.0%

3,526
100.0%

5,242
100.0%

2,317
100.0%

8,517
100.0%

5,129
100.0%

4,682
100.0%

4,879
100.0%

English
Only

2,504
81.9%

3,599
82.2%

2,782
71.5%

2,235
67.9%

2,520
73.1%

4,540
75.8%

2,337
66.3%

3,397
64.8%

1,477
63.7%

6,083
71.4%

4,623
90.1%

4,186
89.4%

3,977
81.5%

French (including Patois &
Spanish/Spanish Creole T (mé:julnr;g 088 Portuguese/Portuguese Creole

430

14.1%

720
16.4%

1,057
27.2%

906
27.5%

698
20.2%

1,134
18.9%

807
22.9%

1,307
24.9%

644
27.8%

1,659
19.5%

452
8.8%

425
9.1%

795
16.3%

English

“very
well”

351
81.6%

657
91.3%

710
67.2%

723
79.8%

450
64.5%

837
73.8%

527
65.3%

1,095
83.8%

574
89.1%

1,270
76.6%

380
84.1%

352
82.8%

321
40.4%

English
“less
than
very
well”

79
18.4%

63
8.8%

347
32.8%

183
20.2%

248
35.5%

297
26.2%

280
34.7%

212
16.2%

70
10.9%

389
23.4%

72
15.9%

73
17.2%

474
59.6%

0
0.0%

22
0.5%

0.0%

0.0%

61
1.8%

0.0%

0.2%

0.2%

0.0%

17
0.2%

13
0.3%

17
0.4%

13
0.3%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

22
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

26
42.6%

0
0.0%

8
100.0%

9
100.0%

0
0.0%

10
58.8%

13
100.0%

17
100.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

35

57.4%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

41.2%

0.0%

0.0%

13
100.0%

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

31
0.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

31
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
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Spanish/Spanish Creole french (mé:,ilnr;g Fatois & Portuguese/Portuguese Creole
Total English English English English English
Geography Households (01117 English “less English “less English “less English )
Total “very than “very than “very than “very than
well” very well” very well” very 1 very
well” well” well” well”
Comal County il 4,052 667 460 207 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.04 100.0% 843%  139%  69.0%  31.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Demographic Study Hb 77277 18414 14,071 4,343 163 105 58 23 23 0 116 97 19
Area Total 100.0% 768%  183%  764%  23.6% 0.2% 64.4% 55.2% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0%  01% 83.6% 16.4%

Total English Enelish English
Households English “less English "lesf than English “less English
“very than “very “very than “very
" ” E ” ”
well very well well very well

well” uel well”

English
“less
than very
well”

Geography

Bexar & Comal 1,618,832

. 1,089 1,469 1,009
counties Total 100.0% 0.5% 87.4% 12.6% 0.0% 93.0% 7.0% 0.0% 73.8% 26.2% 0.1% 68.7% 31.3%

Bexar County 4729 31 31 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.03 100.0% 07%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3,825 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 51 0
Tract 1219.04 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.5% 100.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 4,098 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 14 0
Tract 1219.05 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 100.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 4,748 12 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 13 13 0
Tract 1219.06 100.0% 0.3% 00%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 100.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 6,659 0 0 0 9 9 0 7 7 0 51 51 0
Tract 1219.07 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% 0.0% 0.8% 100.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 1,894 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.08 100.0% 03%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3,139 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.09 OB 02%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1219.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.04

Bexar County
Tract 1918.08

Bexar County
Tract 1918.09

Bexar County
Tract 1918.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.11

Bexar County
Tract 1918.12

Bexar County
Tract 1918.13

Bexar County
Tract 1918.14

Bexar County
Tract 1918.15

Bexar County
Tract 1918.16

Bexar County
Tract 1918.17

Comal County
Tract 3107.01

Total
Households

3,725
100.0%

5,206
100.0%

3,059
100.0%

4,380
100.0%

3,889
100.0%

3,291
100.0%

3,447
100.0%

5,987
100.0%

3,526
100.0%

5,242
100.0%

2,317
100.0%

8,517
100.0%

5,129
100.0%

10

0.3%

26
0.5%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

75
2.2%

0
0.0%

35
1.0%

0
0.0%

16
0.7%

23
0.3%

41
0.8%

English

“very
well”

10
100.0%

13
50.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

75
100.0%

0
0.0%

23
65.7%

0
0.0%

16
100.0%

23
100.0%

29
70.7%

English
“less
than
very
well”

0
0.0%

13
50.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
34.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
29.3%

0
0.0%

20
0.4%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

0.0%

20

100.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

58.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

English
“less than
very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

18
0.5%

0
0.0%

37
1.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
English “less
“very than
well” very
well”

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

18 0

100.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

37 0

100.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

RUTEN

English

“very
well”

26 26
07%  100.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
9 58
11% 60.4%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%

English
“less
than very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

38
39.6%

0
0.0%
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Other West Germanic Languages Russian
Total English . English .
Geography Households English “less English ”ir;gltl}s:n English “less English Efjlgel Sl:h
Total “very than “very Total “very than “very than ver
well” very well” ver); well” very 1 ” y
well” well well” well
Comal County o ) 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.02 100.0% 09%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comal County e 72 72 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.03 100.0% 15%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comal County &807 31 16 15 0 0 0 17 17 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.04 100.0% 0.6% 51.6% 48.4% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.4% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Demographic Study 100,675 426 362 64 41 36 5 79 79 0 251 213 38
Area Total 100.0% 0.4% 85.0% 15.0% 0.0% 87.8% 12.2% 0.1% 100.0% 0.0% 0.2% 84.9% 15.1%

Serbo-Croatian Other Slavic Languages Persian

Total English . English .
Households English |  “less English | ,"8h English | “less English | F8leh
Total “very than Total “very Total “very than Total “very
” ” very ” " than very
well very well well very well ”
well” well
well” well”
779

Geography

Bexar & Comal

. 1,618,832 583 196 747 603 144 242 239 3 843 552 291
counties Total 100.0% 0.0% 74.8% 25.2% 0.0% 80.7% 19.3% 0.0% 98.8% 1.2% 0.1% 65.5% 34.5%
Bexar County 4729 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.03 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bexar County 3,825 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.04 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bexar County 4,098 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.05 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bexar County 4,748 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.06 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bexar County 6,659 0 0 0 10 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.07 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.2% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1219.08

Bexar County
Tract 1219.09

Bexar County
Tract 1219.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.04

Bexar County
Tract 1918.08

Bexar County
Tract 1918.09

Bexar County
Tract 1918.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.11

Bexar County
Tract 1918.12

Bexar County
Tract 1918.13

Bexar County
Tract 1918.14

Bexar County
Tract 1918.15

Bexar County
Tract 1918.16

Total
Households

1,894
100.0%

3,139
100.0%

3,725
100.0%

5,206
100.0%

3,059
100.0%

4,380
100.0%

3,889
100.0%

3,291
100.0%

3,447
100.0%

5,987
100.0%

3,526
100.0%

5,242
100.0%

2,317
100.0%

11
0.2%

0.0%

English

English “less
“very than
well” very
well”

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

9 0

100.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

11 0

100.0% 0.0%

0 0

0.0% 0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

Serbo-Croatian

English

“very
well”

English
“less than
very
well”

Other Slavic Languages

9
0.5%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

9
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than
very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

30
0.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

13
0.2%

4
0.2%

Persian

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

30
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

13
100.0%

4
100.0%

English
“less
than very
well”
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Serbo-Croatian Other Slavic Languages Persian

Geography

Total English . English .
Households English “less English “ir;fltlﬁgn English “less English Ef}lgelslzh
Total “very than “very Total “very than Total “very
” ” E ” ” than very
well very well well very well »
well” well
well” well”
0

Bexar County o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 60 60 0
Tract 1918.17 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.7% 100.0% 0.0%
Comal County S 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.01 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comal County 4,682 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.02 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comal County 4,875 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.03 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Comal County &807 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 3107.04 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Demographic Study 100,675 20 20 0 10 10 0 9 9 0 107 107 0
Area Total 100.0% 00%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.1% 100.0% 0.0%

Total English . English .
Geography Households English i English English English “less English Ef}ghSh

" than e “less than e than e less

ver?l 4 M r): very M rZ M rZ than very
well” very well” well very well
Well” Well”
well” well”

Eern & Comel 1,618,832 1,283 754 529 2,374 1,698 676 1,342 965 377 1,071 704 367
counties Total 100.0% 0.1% 58.8% 41.2% 0.1% 71.5% 28.5% 0.1% 71.9% 28.1% 0.1% 65.7% 34.3%
Bexar County 4729 13 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.03 100.0% 03%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bexar County 3,325 0 0 0 0 0 0 36 13 23 0 0 0
Tract 1219.04 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 11% 36.1% 63.9% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
Bexar County 4,098 0 0 0 192 154 38 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.05 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 4.7% 80.2% 19.8% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Total English . English .
Geography Households English “less English ”ﬁ:fl:}s:n English “less English Ef}]gel Sl:h
Total “very than Total “very -~ Total “very than “very Ty
well” very well” well” very 1 ”
well” well
well” well”
73

Bexar County e 0 73 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.06 100.0% 1.5% 00%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County o528 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.07 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 1,85 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.08 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3139 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.09 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 8,725 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1219.10 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 5,206 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.04 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3,059 61 46 15 0 0 0 64 24 40 0 0 0
Tract 1918.08 100.0% 2.0% 75.4% 24.6% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 2.1% 37.5% 62.5% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 4,380 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.09 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3,889 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.10 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 5,291 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.11 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3447 6 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.12 100.0% 02%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 5,987 0 0 0 20 20 0 60 35 25 0 0 0
Tract 1918.13 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.3% 100.0% 0.0% 1.0% 58.3% 41.7% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%

Bexar County 3,526 0 0 0 0 0 0 37 37 0 0 0 0
Tract 1918.14 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 1.0% 100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1918.15

Bexar County
Tract 1918.16

Bexar County
Tract 1918.17

Comal County
Tract 3107.01

Comal County
Tract 3107.02

Comal County
Tract 3107.03

Comal County
Tract 3107.04

Demographic Study
Area Total

Geography

Bexar & Comal
counties Total

Bexar County
Tract 1219.03

Total
Households

5,242
100.0%

2,317
100.0%

8,517
100.0%

5,129
100.0%

4,682
100.0%

4,879
100.0%

4,807
100.0%

100,675
100.0%

Total
Households

1,618,832
100.0%
4,729
100.0%

0

0.0%

0
0.0%

61
0.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

214
0.2%

4,649
0.3%

68
1.4%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0.0%

38
62.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

103
48.1%

English
llvery

well”

2,310
49.7%

54
79.4%

English
“less
than Total
very
well”
0 262
0.0% 5.0%
0 20
0.0% 0.9%
23 25
37.7% 0.3%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
0 0
0.0% 0.0%
111 519
51.9% 0.5%

English
i
than
very
well”
2,339 1,565
50.3% 0.1%
14 0
20.6% 0.0%

English

“very
well”

160
61.1%

10
50.0%

12
48.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

356
68.6%

English

Ilvery
well”

1,003
64.1%

0
0.0%

English
“less than
very
well”

102
38.9%

10
50.0%

13
52.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

163
31.4%

English
“less than
very
well”

562
35.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

158
1.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

355
0.4%

2,900
0.2%

0.0%

English

“very
well”

101
63.9%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

210
59.2%

English

Ilvery
well”

1,380
47.6%

0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

0
0.0%

0.0%

57
36.1%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

145
40.8%

English
“less
than
very

well”

1,520
52.4%

0.0%

Other Indic Languages

0
0.0%

46

2.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

115
0.1%

855
0.1%

0.0%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

46
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

80
69.6%

English
Ilvery

well”

533
62.3%

0.0%

English
“less
than very
well”

35
30.4%

English
“less
than very
well”

322
37.7%

0.0%
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1219.04

Bexar County
Tract 1219.05

Bexar County
Tract 1219.06

Bexar County
Tract 1219.07

Bexar County
Tract 1219.08

Bexar County
Tract 1219.09

Bexar County
Tract 1219.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.04

Bexar County
Tract 1918.08

Bexar County
Tract 1918.09

Bexar County
Tract 1918.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.11

Bexar County
Tract 1918.12

Total
Households

3,325
100.0%

4,098
100.0%

4,748
100.0%

6,659
100.0%

1,894
100.0%

3,139
100.0%

3,725
100.0%

5,206
100.0%

3,059
100.0%

4,380
100.0%

3,889
100.0%

3,291
100.0%

3,447
100.0%

25

0.8%

0
0.0%

14
0.3%

12
0.2%

0
0.0%

14
0.4%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

18
0.5%

63
1.9%

45
1.3%

English

“very
well”

9
36.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

18
100.0%

34
54.0%

45
100.0%

English
“less
than
very
well”

16
64.0%

0
0.0%

14
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

14
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

29
46.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

14
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
0.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

Japanese

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less than
very
well”

0
0.0%

14
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

37
0.6%

0
0.0%

18
0.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

39
0.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

25
0.7%

English

“very
well”

21
56.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

13

33.3%

0.0%

0.0%

22
88.0%

English
“less

than
very

well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

16
43.2%

0
0.0%

18
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

26
66.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

3
12.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

17
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

17
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than very
well”
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1918.13

Bexar County
Tract 1918.14

Bexar County
Tract 1918.15

Bexar County
Tract 1918.16

Bexar County
Tract 1918.17

Comal County
Tract 3107.01

Comal County
Tract 3107.02

Comal County
Tract 3107.03

Comal County
Tract 3107.04

Demographic Study
Area Total

Total
Households

5,987
100.0%

3,526
100.0%

5,242
100.0%

2,317
100.0%

8,517
100.0%

5,129
100.0%

4,682
100.0%

4,879
100.0%

4,807
100.0%

100,675
100.0%

82

1.4%

197
5.6%

31
0.6%

59
2.5%

17
0.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

645
0.6%

English

“very
well”

59
72.0%

60
30.5%

31
100.0%

59
100.0%

11
64.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

392
60.8%

English
“less
than

very
well”

23
28.0%

137

69.5%

0.0%

0.0%

35.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

253
39.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

26
0.0%

Japanese

English

“very
well”

46.2%

English

“less than
very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

14
53.8%

58
1.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

10
0.4%

28
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

291
0.3%

English

“very
well”

English
“less
than
very
well”

58
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

10
100.0%

24
85.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

173
59.5%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

40
0.8%

57
0.1%

English

“very
well”

16
40.0%

33
57.9%

English
“less
than very
well”

24
60.0%

24
42.1%
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Geography

Bexar & Comal
counties Total

Bexar County
Tract 1219.03

Bexar County
Tract 1219.04

Bexar County
Tract 1219.05

Bexar County
Tract 1219.06

Bexar County
Tract 1219.07

Bexar County
Tract 1219.08

Bexar County
Tract 1219.09

Bexar County
Tract 1219.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.04

Bexar County
Tract 1918.08

Bexar County
Tract 1918.09

Bexar County
Tract 1918.10

Total
Households

1,618,832
100.0%
4,729
100.0%

3,325
100.0%

4,098
100.0%

4,748
100.0%

6,659
100.0%

1,894
100.0%

3,139
100.0%

3,725
100.0%

5,206
100.0%

3,059
100.0%

4,380
100.0%

3,889
100.0%

0.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

71

1.1%

0.0%

0.2%

0.0%

12

0.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

English

“very
well”

1,357
38.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

11
15.5%

0
0.0%

6
100.0%

0
0.0%

12
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

61.1%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

60

84.5%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

2,975
0.2%

39
0.8%

20
0.6%

148
3.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

15
0.4%

English

“very
well”

2,361
79.4%

26
66.7%

20
100.0%

148
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

15
100.0%

English
“less than
very
well”

20.6%

13
33.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

5,354
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

24
0.6%

0
0.0%

112
1.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

24
0.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

9
0.2%

English

“very
well”

4,056
75.8%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

78
69.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

24
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

9
100.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

1,298
24.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

24
100.0%

0
0.0%

34
30.4%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

Other Pacific Island Languages

0.1%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

14

0.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.2%

English

“very
well”

566
57.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

8
100.0%

English
“less
than very
well”

421
42.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

14
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%
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Geography

Bexar County
Tract 1918.11

Bexar County
Tract 1918.12

Bexar County
Tract 1918.13

Bexar County
Tract 1918.14

Bexar County
Tract 1918.15

Bexar County
Tract 1918.16

Bexar County
Tract 1918.17

Comal County
Tract 3107.01

Comal County
Tract 3107.02

Comal County
Tract 3107.03

Comal County
Tract 3107.04

Demographic Study
Area Total

Total
Households

3,291
100.0%

3,447
100.0%

5,987
100.0%

3,526
100.0%

5,242
100.0%

2,317
100.0%

8,517
100.0%

5,129
100.0%

4,682
100.0%

4,879
100.0%

4,807
100.0%

100,675
100.0%

English

0

0.0%

8
0.2%

0
0.0%

33
0.9%

19
0.4%

4
0.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

153
0.2%

English

“very
well”

34.0%

English
“less
than
very
well”

0
0.0%

4
50.0%

0
0.0%

25
75.8%

10
52.6%

2
50.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

101
66.0%

0
0.0%

9
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

48
0.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

279
0.3%

English

“very
well”

20
41.7%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

238
85.3%

“less than
very
well”

28
58.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

41
14.7%

56
1.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

9
0.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

223
2.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

457
0.5%

Tagalog

English

“very
well”

38
67.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

9
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

198
88.8%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

356
77.9%

English
“less
than

very
well”

18
32.1%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

25

11.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

101
22.1%

Other Pacific Island Languages

0.0%

0.0%

13

0.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

35
0.0%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

8
22.9%

English
“less
than very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

13
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

27
77.1%
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Geography

Bexar & Comal
counties Total

Bexar County
Tract 1219.03

Bexar County
Tract 1219.04

Bexar County
Tract 1219.05

Bexar County
Tract 1219.06

Bexar County
Tract 1219.07

Bexar County
Tract 1219.08

Bexar County
Tract 1219.09

Bexar County
Tract 1219.10

Bexar County
Tract 1918.04

Bexar County
Tract 1918.08

Bexar County
Tract 1918.09

Bexar County
Tract 1918.10

Total
Households

1,618,832
100.0%
4,729
100.0%

3,325
100.0%

4,098
100.0%

4,748
100.0%

6,659
100.0%

1,894
100.0%

3,139
100.0%

3,725
100.0%

5,206
100.0%

3,059
100.0%

4,380
100.0%

3,889
100.0%

49

0.0%

0
0.0%

20
0.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

9
0.1%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

49
100.0%

0
0.0%

20
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

9
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

2,943
0.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

33
0.5%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

30
0.8%

12
0.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

1,973
67.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

24
72.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

20
66.7%

12
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less than
very
well”

33.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

27.3%

0.0%

0.0%

10

33.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

223
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

39
0.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

209
93.7%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

39
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than

very
well”

6.3%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

African Languages

1,886
0.1%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

13
0.3%

41
0.9%

146
2.2%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

36
1.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English

“very
well”

955
50.6%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

13
100.0%

41
100.0%

126
86.3%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

10
27.8%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

English
“less
than very
well”

49.4%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

20

13.7%

0.0%

0.0%

26

72.2%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%
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Total

Geography Households
Bexar County 3,221
Tract 1918.11 100.0%
Bexar County 3,4%7
Tract 1918.12 100.0%
Bexar County 5,95(5’7
Tract 1918.13 100.0%
Bexar County 3,5206
Tract 1918.14 100.0%
Bexar County 5,2‘%’2
Tract 1918.15 100.0%
Bexar County 2,3107
Tract 1918.16 100.0%
Bexar County 8,5%)7
Tract 1918.17 100.0%
Comal County 5,1209
Tract 3107.01 100.0%
Comal County 4,6%2
Tract 3107.02 100.0%
Comal County 4,829
Tract 3107.03 100.0%
Comal County 4,8(())7
Tract 3107.04 100.0%
Demographic Study 100,625
Area Total 100.0%

Hungarian

0

0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

29
0.0%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

29
100.0%

English
“less
than
very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

53
0.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

67
0.8%

0
0.0%

12
0.3%

22
0.5%

0
0.0%

229
0.2%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

53
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

67
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

22
100.0%

0
0.0%

198
86.5%

English

“less than
very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

12
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

31
13.5%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

33
0.9%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

72
0.1%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

33
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

72
100.0%

English
“less
than
very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

African Languages

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

27
0.5%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

263
0.3%

English

“very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

27
100.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

217
82.5%

English
“less
than very
well”

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

0
0.0%

46
17.5%

Source: U.S Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year survey, Table B16001, Age by Language Spoken at Home by Ability to Speak English for Population 5 Years and Over, June

2012.
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Table G-15: Linguistically Isolated Households —-Demographic Study Area - County and Census Tracts — ACS 2006-2010

Not Not Not Not

Geography

Bexar &
Comal
counties
Total
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.03
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.04
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.05
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.06
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.07
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.08
Bexar
County
Tract
1219.09
Bexar
County
Tract
A LN

Total

Households

619,208
100.0%

1,627
100.0%

1,242
100.0%

1,430
100.0%

1,834
100.0%

2,420
100.0%

695
100.0%

1,131
100.0%

1,430
100.0%

English
Only

318,224
51.4%

1,195
73.4%

956
77.0%

962
67.3%

1,151
62.8%

1,626
67.2%

528
76.0%

621
54.9%

1,065
74.5%

272,516
44.0%

365
22.4%

219
17.6%

284
19.9%

593
32.3%

582
24.0%

160
23.0%

470
41.6%

286
20.0%

41,042
15.1%

12
3.3%

14
6.4%

16
5.6%

42
7.1%

47
8.1%

10
6.3%

15
3.2%

13
4.5%

231,474

84.9%

353
96.7%

205
93.6%

268
94.4%

551
92.9%

535
91.9%

150
93.8%

455
96.8%

273
95.5%

Other Indo-European

14,656
2.4%

14
0.9%

29
2.3%

86
6.0%

55
3.0%

65
2.7%

1.0%

19
1.7%

47
3.3%

Languages

1,313
9.0%

0

0.0%

0.0%

18
20.9%

14

25.5%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

13,343
91.0%

14
100.0%

29
100.0%

68
79.1%

41
74.%

65
100.0%

7
100.0%

19
100.0%

47
100.0%

Asian and Pacific Island

11,551
1.9%

53
3.3%

18
1.4%

85
5.9%

14
0.8%

91
9.9%

0.0%

21
1.9%

12
0.8%

Languages

2,440
21.1%

0.0%

44.4%

12

14.1%

0.0%

9.9%

0.0%

33.3%

0.0%

9,111
78.9%

53
100.0%

10
55.6%

73
85.9%

14
100.0%

82
90.1%

0.0%

14
66.7%

12
100.0%

2,261
0.4%

0.0%

20
1.6%

13
0.9%

21
1.1%

56
2.3%

0.0%

0.0%

20
1.4%

Other Languages

313
13.8%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

1,948
86.2%

0.0%

20
100.0%

13
100.0%

21
100.0%

56
100.0%

0.0%

0.0%

20
100.0%
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Geography

Bexar
County
Tract
1918.04
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.08
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.09
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.10
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.11
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.12
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.13
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.14
Bexar
County
Tract
1918.15

Total
Households

1,936
100.0%

1,160
100.0%

1,460
100.0%

1,632
100.0%

1,069
100.0%

1,067
100.0%

2,105
100.0%

1,278
100.0%

1,686
100.0%

English
Only

1,392
71.9%

867
74.7%

1,159
79.4%

1,073
65.7%

653
61.1%

706
66.2%

1,434
68.1%

801
62.7%

1,020
60.5%

__
Not Not Not Not

418
21.6%

268
23.1%

266
18.2%

518
31.7%

349
32.6%

265
24.8%

519
24.7%

331
25.9%

481
28.5%

0.0%

24
9.0%

38
14.3%

82
15.8%

26
7.4%

23
8.7%

26
5.0%

64
19.3%

10
2.1%

418
100.0%

244
91.0%

228
85.7%

436
84.2%

323
92.6%

242
91.3%

493
95.0%

267
80.7%

471
97.9%

Other Indo-European

36
1.9%

25
2.2%

22
1.5%

0.0%

15
1.4%

61
5.7%

18
0.9%

55
4.3%

132
7.8%

Languages

0
0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

13

72.2%

0.0%

51
38.6%

36
100.0%

25
100.0%

22
100.0%

0.0%

15
100.0%

61
100.0%

27.8%

55
100.0%

81
61.4%

Asian and Pacific Island

39
2.0%

0.0%

13
0.9%

41
2.5%

52
4.9%

35
3.3%

67
3.2%

66
52%

53
3.1%

Languages

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

5.7%

26
38.8%

51
77.3%

0.0%

39
100.0%

0.0%

13
100.0%

41
100.0%

52
100.0%

33
94.3%

41
61.2%

15
22.7%

53
100.0%

51
2.6%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

67
3.2%

25
2.0%

0.0%

Other Languages

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

51
100.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

0.0%

67
100.0%

25
100.0%

0.0%
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EEEI Y Households

. Other Indo-European Asian and Pacific Island
Spanish Other Languages
Total English Languages Languages
Only

Not Not Not Not

Bexar 1,042

County 100.0% 656 262 39 223 91 0 91 33 0 33 0 0 0
Tract 63.0% 25.1%  149% 85.1% 8.7% 00%  100.0% 3.2% 00%  1000%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
1918.16

Bexar 3,308

County 100.0% 2,288 745 69 676 168 31 137 92 11 81 15 0 15
Tract 69.2% 225% 9.3% 90.7% 51%  185% 81.5% 28%  12.0% 88.0%  05% 0.0% 100.0%
1918.17

Comal 1,832

County 100.0% 1,587 22 0 222 23 0 23 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tract 86.6% 12.1% 00%  100.0% 1.3% 00%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
3107.01

Comal 1,600

County 100.0% 1,314 240 9 231 33 0 33 0 0 0 13 0 13
Tract 82.1% 15.0% 3.8% 96.3% 2.1% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  0.8% 0.0% 100.0%
3107.02

Comal 1,837

County 100.0% 1,397 368 89 279 48 0 48 0 0 0 24 0 24
Tract 76.0% 200%  242% 75.8% 2.6% 0.0%  100.0% 0.0% 0.0% 00%  1.3% 0.0% 100.0%
3107.03

Comal 1,983

County 100.0% 1,551 368 48 320 48 15 33 16 0 16 0 0 0
Tract 78.2% 186%  13.0% 87.0% 24%  313% 68.8% 0.8% 00%  1000%  0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
3107.04

z‘;‘z‘f‘f;aph 1‘:’)%’%22 26,002 8,579 716 7863 1,097 142 955 801 126 675 325 0 325
Area Total 70.6% 23.3% 8.3% 91.7% 30%  12.9% 87.1% 22%  15.7% 843%  0.9% 0.0% 100.0%

Source: U.S Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year survey, Table B16002, Household Language by Linguistic Isolation, June 2012.
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Table G-16: Household Occupancy — Demographic Study Area — County and Census Tract — ACS 2005 to 2009

Geographic Area Total Housing Units Housing Unit: Housing Unit:
Occupied Vacant
Bexar & Comal counties 687,953 619,208 68,745
Total 100.0% 90.0% 10.0%

Bexar County Census Tracts

Tract 1219.03 1,695 1,627 68
Tract1219.04 1,285 1,242 43
Tract 1219.05 1,598 1,430 168
Tract 1219.06 2,067 1,834 233
Tract 1219.07 2,580 2,420 160
Tract 1219.08 815 695 120
_ 100.0% 85.3% 14.7%
Tract 1219.09 1,159 1,131 28
Tract 1219.10 1,566 1,430 136
Tract 1918.04 2,155 1,936 219
_ 100.0% 89.8% 10.2%
Tract 1918.08 1,234 1,160 74
Tract 1918.09 1,802 1,460 342
_ 100.0% 81.0% 19.0%
ract 1918.10 1,752 1,632 120
100.0% 93.2% 6.8%

Tract 1918.11 1,127 1,069 58
Tract 1918.12 1,088 1,067 21
Tract 1918.13 2,209 2,105 104
Tract 1918.14 1,455 1,278 177
Tract 1918.15 1,840 1,686 154
Tract 1918.16 1,407 1,042 365
Tract 1918.17 3,515 3,308 207
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Geographic Area Total Housing Units Housing Unit: Housing Unit:
Occupied Vacant

Comal County Census Tracts

Tract 3107.01 2,040 1,832 208
Tract 3107.02 1,660 1,600 60
Tract 3107.03 1,985 1,837 148
Tract 3107.04 2,133 1,983 150

Demographic Study Area
Total 40,167 36,804 3,363
100.0% 91.6% 8.4%

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year Survey, Table B25002 Occupancy Status, June 2012.
Table G-17: Employment by Industry — County — ACS 2006-2010

Total Employed Population 16 Years of Age and 738,564 (100.0%) 48,439 (100.0%)
Older

Industry

Agriculture, Forestry, Fishing & Hunting, and 4,864 (0.7%) 633 (1.4%)
Mining

Construction 60,387 (8.2%) 5,387 (11.1%)
Manufacturing 44,307 (6.0%) 3,833 (7.9%)
Wholesale Trade 21,801 (3.0%) 1,684 (3.5%)
Retail Trade 87,948 (11.9%) 6,441 (13.3%)

Transportation & Warehousing, and Utilities 35,297 (4.8%) 2,353 (4.9%)
Information 18,424 (2.5%) 1,013 (2.1%)

Finance & Insurance, Real Estate and Rental & 71,493 (9.7%) 3,574 (7.4%)
Leasing

Professional, Scientific, Management, 79,856 (10.8%) 5,281 (10.9%)
Administrative and Waste Management Services

Educational Services, Health Care and Social 163,102 (22.1%) 9,816 (20.3%)
Assistance

Arts, Entertainment, Recreation, and 73,044 (9.9%) 4,059 (8.4%)
Accommodation & Food Services

Other Services Except Public Administration 37,264 (5.0%) 2,274 (4.7%)
Public Administration 40,777 (5.5%) 2,061 (4.3%)

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year Survey, Table S2405, Industry by Occupation, January 2012.
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Table G-18: Means of Transportation to Work — Demographic Study Area — County — ACS 2006-2010

Total Commuters 744,062 (100.0%) 47,363 (100.0%)

Commute Characteristics

Car, Truck or Van 587,734 (79.0%) 37,329 (78.8%)
Carpool 83,988 (11.3%) 5,797 (12.2%)
Public Transportation 20,577 (2.8%) 33 (0.1%)
Bicycle 877 (0.1%) 84 (0.2%)
Walk 16,372 (2.2%) 673 (1.4%)
Taxi, Motorcycle or Other 11,607 (1.6%) 813 (1.7%)
Work at Home 22,907 (3.1%) 2,634 (5.6%)

Source: US Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2006-2010 5-year Survey, Table B08006, Sex of Workers by Means of Transportation to
Work
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Table G-19: Civilian Labor Force, Total Employment and Unemployment Rate — Regional - MSA and County - BLS 1990 to 2009

San Antonio, TX MSA Employment Comal County, TX Employment Bexar County, TX Employment

o [ e | | 2| o | e |y
620,868 - 7.0 - 24,376 - 5.3 - 522,408 - 7.3 -
630,567 1.6 6.6 -0.4 24,910 2.2 5.6 0.3 528,764 1.2 6.7 -0.6
657,653 4.3 6.2 -0.5 26,375 5.9 5.4 -0.3 550,005 4.0 6.4 -0.3
685,228 4.2 5.4 -0.8 27,785 5.3 5.1 -0.3 568,312 3.3 5.6 -0.9
709,918 3.6 4.6 -0.8 30,124 8.4 3.9 -1.2 590,831 4.0 4.7 -0.9
732,775 32 4.5 -0.2 31,945 6.0 3.6 -0.3 6.5,399 2.3 4.7 -0.1
747,081 2.0 4.4 -0.1 33,817 5.9 3.3 -0.3 614.581 1.5 4.6 -0.1
766,787 2.6 4.0 -0.3 35,627 5.4 3.0 -0.3 629,270 2.4 42 -0.4
777,382 14 3.8 -0.3 36,811 3.3 2.7 -0.3 635,714 1.0 3.9 -0.3
797,073 2.5 3.2 -0.6 38,695 5.1 2.5 -0.2 648,464 2.0 3.3 -0.6
785,220 -1.5 4.0 0.8 38,887 0.5 3.6 1.0 633,957 -2.2 41 0.8
793,489 1.1 4.6 0.6 40,141 3.2 4.3 0.8 638,838 0.8 4.7 0.6
810,917 2.2 5.7 1.2 41,664 3.8 5.7 1.4 651,684 2.0 5.8 1.1
820,022 1.1 6.1 0.4 42,818 2.8 5.8 0.1 657,477 0.9 6.2 0.4
834,039 1.7 5.6 -0.5 44,660 4.3 518 -0.5 666,950 14 5.8 -0.5
852,165 2.2 5.0 -0.7 46,756 47 4.5 -0.8 679,501 1.9 5.1 -0.7
872,772 2.4 4.6 -0.4 49,087 5.0 4.1 -0.4 693,573 2.1 4.7 -0.4
883,757 1.3 4.1 -0.5 50,405 2.7 3.6 -0.5 702,203 1.2 42 -0.5
897,388 1.5 47 0.6 52,264 3.7 42 0.5 711,010 1.3 4.8 0.6
899,862 0.3 6.7 2.0 52,408 0.3 6.2 2.1 712,970 0.3 6.8 2.0

Source: Bureau of Labor Statistics, Civilian Employment and Unemployment Data from the Current Population Survey, 1990 - 2009
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Demographic Analysis for Indirect Effects

Chapter 4 — Indirect Effects analyzes demographic trends and forecasts at a larger scale known as the Area of
Influence (AQI). The AOI represents the geographic area where probable encroachment-alterations and induced
land development effects of the US 281 Corridor Project are likely to occur and includes portions of Bexar, Blanco,
Comal and Kendall counties. The US Census was used to analyze historical population growth trends and TSDC

and ESRI data were used to analyze the forecasted growth around and within the AOL A map of the AOl is
shown in Figure G-8.

Figure G-8: Area of Influence for Indirect Impacts Analysis

Source: US 281 EIS Team, 2010
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Table G-20: Population Growth within the AOI — County and Select Cities - 1970 to 2010 Census

Count

Geograph Population 1970 Population 1980 Population 1990 Population 2000 Population 2010
graphy P p p p p

Bexar 830,460 988,800 1,185,394 1,392,931 1,714,773
Blanco 3,567 4,681 5,972 8,418 10,497
Comal 24,165 36,446 51,832 78,021 108,472
Kendall 6,964 10,635 14,589 23,743 33,410
(@137

New Braunfels 17,859 22,402 27,334 36,494 57,740
Blanco No data 1,179 1,238 1,505 1,739
Boerne 2,400 3,254 4,274 6,178 10,471

Source: US Census, 1970, 1980, 1990, 2000, 2010

Table G-21: Regional Population Statistics — 2010 Census

Geography Population 2010

City of San Antonio 1,327,407
San Antonio-New Braunfels MSA 2,142,508
Austin-Round Rock-San Marcos MSA 1,716,289

Austin-Round Rock-San Marcos and San 3,858,797
Antonio-New Braunfels MSAs Combined
Source: US Census 2010

A 19
Scenario/ Region/ nnual %

2000 2009 2020 2035 Change
Sector County 2000-2009
1SDC 4 Counties Total ) 03115 1 681370 1897131 2,097,864 2,197,906 13
Scenario 0.5 Population
15DC 4 Counties Total ) 503113 1734230 2,017,004 2229590 2,410,366 17
Scenario 2.0 Population
ESRIBIS 4 Counties Total 503115 1804303 2181074 2520503 2,702,804 22
Population
P us 281 AOT 154,922 244906 377,718 522509 596,227 6.4

Source: Texas State Data Center (TSDC) - County Population projections five scenarios based on assumed net migration rates.

Table G-22: Population Projections of the Four Counties Intersecting the AOI and Within the Boundaries of the AOI: 2000-2035

Annual %
Change
2010-2035

1.2

1.5

1.9

5.5

Avg. Annual
Change
2000-2009

19,806
25,680

33,468
9,998

Avg. Annual
Change
2010-2035

19,867
26,005

34,557
13,512

Total
Change
2010-2035

516,536
676,136

898,481
351,321

Environmental Systems Research Institute Business Information Solutions (ESRI BIS) - projections by census tract aggregated to sector analysis and projections by SA Research Corporation.
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Demographic Analysis for Cumulative Effects

Chapter 5 — Cumulative Effects analyzes demographic trends and forecasts within a study area referred to as the
Socioeconomic and Community Resource Study Area (RSA) (Section 5.3.2 Socioeconomic and Community
Resources). This RSA represents the geographic area that could be affected by reasonably foreseeable future
development. Population, minority, and age statistics from the 2010 Census and income from the 2006-2010
American Community Survey were used in Chapter 5 and were analyzed at the Census Tract level. A map of the
Socioeconomic and Community RSA and the corresponding 2010 Census Tracts is shown in Figure G-9. Table
G-23 provides population and minority population from the 2010 Census, Table G-24 provides median
household income data from the 2006-2010 American Community Survey and Table G-25 analyzes the age group
distribution within the RSA from the 2010 Census.

Figure G-9: 2010 Census Tracts within the Socioeconomic and Community RSA

Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Census
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Table G-23: 2010 Total Population and Minority Population — Socioeconomic & Community RSA - Census Tract — 2010
Census

Census Tract Total Population Total Minority Minority Population
Population Share of Total

Bexar County Tracts
1207.01 5,326 3,390 63.7%
1208 6,334 1,389 21.9%
1209.01 2,077 1,038 50.0%
1209.02 6,123 3,186 52.0%
1210 7,095 3,993 56.3%
1211.08 7,109 2,771 39.0%
1211.10 4,895 2,422 49.5%
1211.11 6,591 3,724 56.5%
1211.12 3,771 1,729 45.8%
1211.15 5,141 1,630 31.7%
1211.16 4,839 1,973 40.8%
1211.17 4,448 2,040 45.9%
1211.18 5,620 2,587 46.0%
1211.19 5,362 2,746 51.2%
1211.20 5,103 2,597 50.9%
1211.21 3,001 1,033 34.4%
1211.22 5,390 2,251 41.8%
1212.04 7,747 4,863 62.8%
1212.05 3,496 2,547 72.9%
1212.06 7,267 4,288 59.0%
1218.02 8,176 5,077 62.1%
1218.04 6,353 3,900 61.4%
1218.08 3,436 1,932 56.2%
1218.09 4,982 2,598 52.1%
1218.10 4,387 2,324 53.0%
1218.11 4,476 2,366 52.9%
1218.12 6,028 3,110 51.6%
1218.13 1,637 708 43.2%
1219.03 4,765 1,522 31.9%
1219.04 3,564 1,350 37.9%
1219.05 5,776 2,656 46.0%
1219.06 5,561 2,330 41.9%
1219.07 9,329 4,456 47.8%
1219.08 2,474 776 31.4%
1219.10 4,736 2,159 45.6%
1812 4,803 2,082 43.3%
1818.14 3,409 1,705 50.0%
1818.20 7,202 4,246 59.0%
1821.01 6,601 1,402 21.2%
1909.01 5,322 3,785 71.1%
1909.02 3,783 2,645 69.9%
1911.01 1,628 594 36.5%
1911.02 2,488 1,147 46.1%
1912.01 3,143 1,515 48.2%
1912.02 5,345 3,267 61.1%
1913.03 1,561 708 45.4%
1913.04 3,054 2,422 79.3%
1914.05 7,619 3,189 41.9%
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Census Tract Total Population Total Minority Minority Population
Population Share of Total

1914.06 6,468 1,759 27.2%
1914.08 2,989 2,054 68.7%
1914.09 5,906 4,407 74.6%
1914.10 5,491 3,497 63.7%
1914.11 4,434 1,866 42.1%
1914.12 2,313 708 30.6%
1914.13 6,032 2,483 41.2%
1915.03 5,216 2,067 39.6%
1915.04 2,412 724 30.0%
1915.05 2,079 713 34.3%
1915.06 4,842 2,250 46.5%
1917.01 1,558 374 24.0%
1917.02 7,064 2,018 28.6%
1918.04 6,322 2,104 33.3%
1918.06 8,005 2,975 37.2%
1918.07 3,952 1,660 42.0%
1918.08 3,618 1,568 43.3%
1918.09 5,467 1,975 36.1%
1918.10 5,391 2,454 45.5%
1918.11 4,339 1,754 40.4%
1918.12 3,728 1,616 43.3%
1918.13 6,742 2,900 43.0%
1918.14 4,536 2,034 44.8%
1918.15 5,292 2,643 49.9%
1918.16 2,761 1,240 44.9%
1918.17 9,732 4,581 47.1%
1923 4,448 1,667 37.5%
9800.01 4 1 25.0%
9800.04 0 0 00.0%
Blanco County Tract

5,534 1,298 23.5%
3,057 561 18.4%
2,664 373 14.0%
4,862 969 19.9%
4,464 673 15.1%
4,694 572 12.2%
3,426 743 21.7%
5,657 971 17.2%
4,792 1,055 22.0%
5,430 1,102 20.3%
5,690 1,375 24.2%
4,949 1,162 23.5%
4,040 539 13.3%

Kendall County Tracts

9701 6,392 2,069 32.4%
9704.01 6,101 1,196 19.6%
9704.02 6,332 961 15.2%

Socioeconomic & Community RSA
Total 447,598 189,879 42.4%
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Census Tract Total Population Total Minority Minority Population
Population Share of Total

City of San Antonio

Total 1,327,407 974,301 73.4%
State of Texas

25,145,561 13,748,216 54.7%

Source: 2010 US Census Bureau, SF 1
1Race or ethnicity other than non-Hispanic White

2Census Tracts corresponding to the Community RSA

Table G-24: Median Household Income — Socioeconomic & Community RSA - Census Tract — 2006-2010 ACS

Median Household Income

Bexar County Tracts

[y
N

‘

Tract $32,304

Tract 1208 $72,045
Tract 1209.01 $43,832
Tract 1209.02 $44,108

Tract 1210 $47,917
Tract 1211.08 $66,781
Tract 1211.10 $65,725
Tract 1211.11 $56,389
Tract 1211.12 $53,281
Tract 1211.15 $76,625
Tract 1211.16 $47,159
Tract 1211.17 $55,035
Tract 1211.18 $74,519
Tract 1211.19 $60,099
Tract 1211.20 $57,667
Tract 1211.21 $95,074
Tract 1211.22 $74,375
Tract 1212.04 $34,028
Tract 1212.05 $39,630
Tract 1212.06 $58,096
Tract 1218.02 $61,768
Tract 1218.04 $39,764
Tract 1218.08 $73,194
Tract 1218.09 $67,200
Tract 1218.10 $73,443
Tract 1218.11 $85,661
Tract 1218.12 $61,591
Tract 1218.13 $66,154
Tract 1219.03 $111,188
Tract 1219.04 $100,758
Tract 1219.05 $122,377
Tract 1219.06 $82,500
Tract 1219.07 $79,722
Tract 1219.08 $120,905
Tract 1219.10 $87,813

Tract 1812 $81,250

rac b $11,019
Tract 1821.01 $84,122
Tract 1909.01 $35,183
Tract 1909.02 $51,703

—~
—
—
(0}
—
(o]
=
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Census Tract Median Household Income

Tract 1911.01 $93,281
Tract 1911.02 $63,587
Tract 1912.01 $67,115
Tract 1912.02 $46,382
Tract 1913.03 $50,539
Tract 1913.04 $27,386
Tract 1914.05 $65,496
Tract 1914.06 $116,558
Tract 1914.08 $29,526
Tract 1914.09 $27,902
Tract 1914.10 $30,562
Tract 1914.11 $72,727
Tract 1914.12 $180,760
Tract 1914.13 $68,942
Tract 1915.03 $80,542
Tract 1915.04 $177,969
Tract 1915.05 $138,750
Tract 1915.06 $60,603
Tract 1917.01 $134,597
Tract 1917.02 $86,502
Tract 1918.04 $105,389
Tract 1918.06 $140,433
Tract 1918.07 $108,107
Tract 1918.08 $112,414
Tract 1918.09 $122,878
Tract 1918.10 $73,684
Tract 1918.11 $112,910
Tract 1918.12 $130,208
Tract 1918.13 $100,308
Tract 1918.14 $95,205
Tract 1918.15 $110,000
Tract 1918.16 $100,962
Tract 1918.17 $96,653
Tract 1923 $58,359
Tract 9800.01 N/A
Tract 9800.04 N/A

Blanco County Tracts
Tract 9502 $39,488

Comal County Tract

$67,021
$62,719
$67,000
$62,339
$43,342
$101,583
$97,639
$98,835
$84,609
$116,818
$100,625

Kendall County Tracts
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Census Tract

Tract 9701
Tract 9704.01
Tract 9704.02
City of San Antonio

$43,152

$49,646

Median Household Income

$46,739
$105,323
$106,741

Source: US Census Bureau, 2006-2010 American Community Survey 5-year estimate, June 2012.

Table G-25: Age Profiles — Socioeconomic & Community RSA — Census Tract — 2010 Census

Census Percent Percent | Percent Percent
18-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 | 65 and Over
Bexar County Tracts

24.6 7.7 12.6 19.1 18.0 18.0
27 42 9.8 213 235 185
214 9.4 11.7 17.9 17.9 21.7
187 113 17.4 16.9 186 17.0
233 10.0 134 21.2 18.1 14.0
18.2 8.6 15.1 212 225 14.4
269 8.1 15.2 24.3 185 6.9
27.2 8.9 144 21.3 17.9 103
19.0 9.2 17.1 19.4 20.0 15.2
19.6 7.4 11.2 193 267 15.8
19.8 9.9 16.0 19.3 203 14.8
195 10.0 17.9 20.0 19.7 13.0
21.0 12.0 14.8 209 224 8.8
24.4 10.0 17.1 221 184 7.8
255 7.8 189 26.2 15.5 6.1
253 6.4 9.3 243 255 9.3
223 6.9 11.7 25 25.6 111
20.7 15.0 19.3 19.0 15.3 10.7
289 10.1 175 18.8 13.9 10.7
249 8.2 12.2 19.3 19.7 15.8
29.7 8.5 17.7 241 14.4 55
29.7 10.2 15.4 204 15.8 8.5
29.6 7.4 125 25.1 15.9 95
255 6.8 14.0 23.6 20.0 10.0
29.8 7.5 125 27.0 18.1 5.1
332 6.7 16.5 27.5 113 49
29.1 8.4 11.6 233 183 9.3
255 8.3 115 24.6 222 7.9
246 65 7.3 241 274 10.1
34.8 5.2 8.5 30.4 14.8 6.3
322 6.8 143 28.6 14.1 4.0
257 9.7 14.2 24.0 18.7 7.7
326 5.8 19.8 26.1 12.0 38
29.4 5.4 9.7 25.1 21.0 9.4
30.7 5.1 14.7 254 14.9 9.1
17.8 7.4 10.6 184 224 233
135 26.2 21.2 175 13.4 8.2
39 82.4 6.1 3.6 2.8 13
247 42 6.9 213 24.0 189
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Percent | Percent Percent Percent
Tract Under 18 18-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and Over

2238 9.2 14.4 20.0 18.0 15.6
20.4 8.0 145 20.8 18.9 175
18.4 45 6.9 16.8 282 252
16.2 5.1 6.6 143 19.9 37.8
232 8.7 10.2 204 187 189
21.6 9.2 14.6 189 17.8 17.9
16.8 9.6 14.0 20.1 24.0 155
263 12.9 19.7 221 124 6.6
21.6 7.5 12.0 20.1 24.1 14.8
23.1 55 7.2 23.0 28.0 13.2
209 17.1 256 19.0 12.1 53
24.1 15.0 25.0 19.6 117 47
19.7 15.9 269 20.6 12.7 43
18.9 12.8 20.1 20.7 188 8.7
27.8 5.6 41 222 29.4 10.9
21.8 10.2 17.0 220 20.6 8.4
19.7 7.8 12.7 204 234 15.9
242 5.0 3.0 188 30.8 182
18.1 42 39 16.1 31.0 267
19.6 111 15.6 16.2 224 15.2
214 5.7 5.8 175 29.0 205
206 7.5 124 183 22.0 19.2
2538 53 7.9 257 25.0 103
302 7.2 11.7 28.6 16.4 5.8
20.0 10.1 11.8 18.7 23.0 16.3
319 6.6 12.0 29.7 149 49
30.6 5.9 12.0 26.8 18.1 6.6
31.8 6.3 16.2 27.2 135 49
36.6 5.0 9.7 312 12.7 49
35.7 49 7.2 312 16.6 43
31.8 7.4 111 27.0 16.8 6.0
325 6.1 14.7 26.6 14.0 6.0
316 8.1 11.8 286 143 5.6
20.6 9.0 12.8 213 23.6 127
279 7.7 134 252 14.2 115
16.0 9.4 12.6 18.7 26.8 16,5
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 75.0
0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

219 6.4 8.6 189 259 182
217 5.8 8.1 21.1 26.8 16,5
16.6 5.6 8.1 19.1 295 21.1
21.7 5.8 8.6 19.8 273 16.8
17.2 47 7.1 195 29.7 21.7
15.8 5.0 7.4 175 29.4 25.0
225 7.4 9.7 214 255 135
25.0 5.8 6.8 234 255 134
264 6.1 7.6 24.8 237 114
25.6 53 5.7 243 26.1 13.0
239 6.3 6.1 221 267 14.
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Appendix G

April 2013

Tract Under 18 18-24 25-34 35-49 50-64 65 and Over
19.7 53 52 202 331 16,5
239 5.6 6.0 226 25.6 16.3

Kendall County Tracts

9701 22.6 7.3 8.9 19.1 23.8 18.3
9704.01 28.4 5.5 6.7 21.8 21.9 15.5
9704.02 229 5.8 5.5 21.1 29.2 15.5

Socioeconomic & Community RSA

242 9.2 12.6 22.0 20.0 12.0

City of San Antonio

26.8 114 14.9 20.1 16.4 10.4
State of Texas
273 10.2 144 20.8 17.0 103

Source: US Census Bureau, 2010 Census, SF3 Table P8 - American Fact Finder
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